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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-2, 4-7, 9-15, 33-38, and 43-89 were pending. The correspondence filed 
5/3/04 added claim 90, but neither amended nor cancelled any claims. The 
correspondence on 8/3/04 made no changes to the claims. Claims 1-2, 4-7, 9-15, 33- 
38, and 43-90 remain for examination. 



Terminal Disclaimer 

2. The terminal disclaimer filed on 5/3/04 disclaiming the terminal portion of any 
patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the expiration date of 
U.S. Patent 6,256,640 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimer has 
been recorded. 

It must be noted that in a previous Office Action, claim 60 had been rejected 
under 35 USC 101 as a statutory double patenting rejection in view of claim 4 of U.S. 
Patent 6,256,640. Upon further consideration, Examiner has decided that claim 4 of the 
previously issued patent contains a limitation not found in the instant application (i.e. 
"joint usage database for multiple regulatory programs "), and therefore does not 
constitute "identical subject matter" as defined by MPEP 804(II)(A). Therefore, the 
statutory double patenting rejection of claim 60 is withdrawn. Although an obviousness- 
type double-patenting rejection of claim 60 could be raised, it would be moot in view of 
the aforementioned terminal disclaimer. 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 5/3/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues against the rejection of claims 1-2, 4-7, 9-15, and 43-89 based 
on 35 USC 102(e) in view of U.S. Patent 5,664,112. These arguments are deemed 
moot, as in the previous Office Action claims 1-2, 4-7, 9-15, and 43-89 had been 
rejected under 35 USC 102(b) [see below] in view of U.S. Patent 5,726,884. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., the security clearance authorizing accesses to the system including users of other 
regulated interests ) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Even were this claim amended to make such a limitation explicit, it is still taught by '884 
that users representing multiple agencies have cause to use the disclosed invention 
(col. 24, line 55 - col. 25, line 10). 

Applicant further argues, "The Applicants respectfully assert that a prima facie case of 

obviousness has not been met by the Examiner because the cited references do not teach or suggest a 
database structure system for managing 'multiple entities' to provide a centralized information 
management system which allows a display of 'data stored in (the) joint-usage database to all regulating 
entity personnel'" Examiner disagrees with this contention, noting that the invention 

disclosed in the '884 patent is capable of managing two or more regulated entities (col. 

32, lines 45-50) to provide a centralized information management system which allows 
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a display of data stored in the joint-usage database to all regulating entity personnel 
(col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 14, lines 15-45). 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 8/3/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues, "Thus, unlike the '884 system that is limited to managing a single 
facility, the system of the present invention provides a mechanism to respectively manage a plurality of 
regulated entities based on subject items corresponding to each regulated entity. 11 Examiner 

disagrees with this contention, noting that the invention disclosed in the '884 patent is 
capable of managing two or more regulated entities (col. 32, lines 45-50) over a plurality 
of subject items corresponding to each regulated entity (col. 33, lines 12-17; col. 9, line 
40 - col. 1 1 , line 25). Applicant further argues, "Thus, the '884 method does not teach or 
suggest providing an integrated system for managing 'regulatory information on a plurality of subject 
items for a plurality of regulated entities' because the '884 method is directed decentralized management 
of individual entities based on in-house operational information" Examiner disagrees, again 
noting the embodiment of the invention where multiple facilities can be controlled by the 
disclosed method (col. 32, lines 45-50). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

8. In a previous Office Action, claims 1-2, 4-7, 9-1 5, and 43-89 were cited as 
rejected under 35 USC 102(b); however, paragraph (e) of 35 USC 102 was erroneously 
quoted in the preamble to the rejections. Wherein the effective filing date of the instant 
application is 4/19/2001, and wherein the patent date of the '884 patent is 3/10/1998, it 
is appropriate to cite paragraph (b) as the basis for the rejections of the aforementioned 
claims under 35 USC 1 02. Examiner apologizes for any misunderstanding that this 
typographical error may have caused. 

9. Claims 1 -2, 4-7, 9-1 5, and 43-90 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Sturgeon et al. (U.S. Patent 5,726,884). 

Referring to Claim 1 : 

Sturgeon discloses a database structure, embodied on at least one computer 
accessible medium, for managing information on regulated entities by a regulating 
entity, said database structure comprising: 

a primary data level identifying multiple regulated entities, optionally associable 
with a geographic location (col. 12, lines 5-60; col. 33, lines 15-20); and 
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a secondary data level identifying subject items of the regulated entities identified 
at said primary level, where the subject items include objects and activities subject to 
regulatory requirements comprising multiple media (col. 12, lines 15-30; col. 13, lines 
55-63). 

Referring to Claim 2: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses said database structure further comprises at least one lower data level, 
below said secondary data level, to store detail information on imposition of regulatory 
requirements on the subject items via issuance of permits, monitoring operation of the 
subject items of the regulated entities to verify compliance with the regulatory 
requirements and issuance of enforcement orders to compel compliance with the 
regulated entities (col. 13, lines 23-50). 
Referring to Claim 4: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein the information in said primary data level identifies the 
regulated entities as one of a fixed operation having a single geographic location 
associated therewith; an occurrence having a single geographic location associated 
therewith; a mobile operation that changes geographic location periodically; and an 
organization responsible for transport of potentially hazardous materials, either in 
vehicles or conduits, across a geographic area (col. 12, lines 19-30; col. 13, lines 14- 
35). 
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Referring to Claim 5: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses said database structure defines locations to store data related to work 
activity schedules, assignments and progress to date in a joint-usage database (col. 14, 
lines 18-40). 

Referring to Claim 6: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein the information managed by using said database structure is 
accessed by a regulatory agency, and defines permits for operations of the regulated 
entities, criteria for determining compliance with the permits and actions taken to 
enforce the permits, for all program areas over which the regulatory agency has 
jurisdiction (col. 9, lines 25-35; col. 10, lines 1-10; col. 13, lines 35-50; col. 16, lines 60- 
65; col. 17, lines 35-50). 

Referring to Claim 7: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses, wherein said secondary level comprises a record, and each record 
contains one of a single subject item and a list of subject item identifiers for related 
subject items (col. 12, lines 20-35). 
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Referring to Claim 9: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein the information managed by using said database structure is 
accessed by a regulatory agency, and wherein said database structure defines for at 
least some of the subject items a set of characteristics that determine the regulatory 
requirements typically applicable thereto under all multiple media areas for which the 
regulatory agency is responsible (col. 9, lines 25-35; col. 10, lines 1-10; col. 13, lines 
35-50; col. 16, lines 60-65; col. 17, lines 35-50). 

Referring to Claim 10: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 9 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein said database structure further comprises a requirements 
library specifying the regulatory requirements typically applicable to the subject items 
having a given set of characteristics, providing inspection checklist language 
corresponding to the requirements in fewer words, providing default descriptions of 
noncompliance for use when requirements are violated, and providing default corrective 
action requirements for use in enforcement orders addressing violations of requirements 
(col. 9, lines 25-35; col. 15, lines 40-60; col. 17, lines 20-50). 

Referring to Claim 1 1 : 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 9 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein said database structure defines locations to store data in a 
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joint-usage database describing violations of the regulatory requirements applicable to 
at least one regulated subject item (col. 16, lines 15-30). 

Referring to Claim 12: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein said database structure defines locations to store data in the 
joint-usage database describing enforcement orders for the at least one regulated 
subject item (col. 17, lines 45-50). 

Referring to Claim 13: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses a master regulatory profile of identification and descriptive data 
associated with each regulated entity identified at said primary level, not in data records 
associated only with permits (col. 12, lines 50-60; col. 33, lines 15-25). 

Referring to Claim 14: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein said database structure defines locations to store data in a 
joint-usage database describing field inspections and results of the field inspections 
(col. 16, lines 15-30). 
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Referring to Claim 15: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 1 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein the information managed by using said database structure is 
accessed by an environmental regulatory agency, and wherein said database structure 
defines locations to store data describing pollutant releases in a joint-usage database 
(col. 9, lines 25-35; col. 13, lines 64-67). 

Referring to Claim 43: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on regulated entities by a 
regulating entity, comprising: creating a joint-usage database for multiple media of the 
regulating entity and having a primary data level identifying the multiple regulated 
entities, optionally associable with a geographic location (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, 
lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23), and a secondary data level identifying 
subject items of the regulated entities comprising the multiple media; and performing, by 
the regulating entity, regulatory functions using the primary and secondary data levels of 
the joint usage database (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30). 

Referring to Claim 44: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on multiple regulated 
entities by a 

regulating entity, comprising: creating a joint-usage database for multiple media and 
having a primary data level identifying the regulated entities, optionally associable with a 
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geographic location (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 
15-23), and a secondary data level identifying subject items of the regulated entities; 
and generating, by the regulating entity, a permit from the joint-usage database (col. 13, 
lines 25-50; col. 17, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30). 

Referring to Claim 45: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as disclosed in Claim 44 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses, wherein the permit comprises different information stored in discrete 
fields (Fig. 33; col. 13, lines 55-65 ). 

Referring to Claim 46: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on multiple regulated 
entities by a regulating entity, comprising: creating a joint-usage database for multiple 
media and having a primary data level identifying the regulated entities, optionally 
associable with a geographic location (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 
1; col. 33, lines 15-23), and a secondary data level identifying subject items of the 
regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30); and 
generating, by the regulating entity, a regulatory inspection checklist from the joint- 
usage database (col. 9, lines 25-35; col. 15, lines 40-60; col. 17, lines 20-50). 
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Referring to Claim 47: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on regulated entities by a 
regulating entity, comprising: maintaining a joint-usage database for multiple media and 
having a primary data level identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, 
lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23), a secondary data level, identifying subject 
items of the regulated entities and typical permit requirements for each of the subject 
items, the permit requirements for all subject items including permit requirements in a 
plurality of multiple media areas (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 
20-30); and displaying, by the regulating entity, the typical permit requirements for all of 
the subject items of a selected regulated entity (col. 17, lines 25-45; col. 29, line 45-col. 
30, line 35 ). 

Referring to Claim 48: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 47 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses selecting permit data from among the typical permit requirements in 
response to user input (col. 17, lines 5-30; col. 30, lines 25-40). 

Referring to Claim 49: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on regulated entities by a 
regulating entity, comprising: maintaining a joint-usage database for multiple media and 
having a primary data level identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, 
lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23), a secondary data level identifying subject 
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items of the regulated entities and regulating entity inspector checklist language for 
typical permit requirements for each of the subject items (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, 
lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30), the inspection checklist language for all subject items 
including inspector checklist language for the typical permit requirements in a plurality of 
program areas (col. 15, lines 40-60); and displaying, by the regulating entity, the 
inspector checklist language for all of the subject items of a selected regulated entity 
(col. 17, lines 25-45; col. 29, line 45-col. 30, line 35). 

Referring to Claim 50: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 49 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses selecting from among the checklist language in response to user input 
(col. 17, lines 25-45; col. 29, line 45-col. 30, line 35). 

Referring to Claim 51 . 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on regulated entities by a 
regulating entity, comprising: creating a joint-usage database for multiple media of the 
regulating entity and having a primary data level identifying the multiple regulated 
entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23) and a 
secondary data level identifying subject items of the regulated entities comprising the 
multiple media (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30); and 
performing, by the regulating entity, regulatory functions using the primary and 
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secondary data levels of the joint usage database (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5- 
15; col. 16, lines 20-30). 

Referring to Claim 52: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on multiple regulated 
entities by a regulating entity, comprising creating a joint-usage database having a 
primary data level identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1- 
20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23), and a secondary data level identifying activities 
of the regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30); 
and generating, by the regulating entity, an authorization from the joint-usage database 
(col. 17, lines 35-50). 

Referring to Claim 53: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 52 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses the authorization comprises a license (col. 32, lines 45-50; col. 33, 
lines 10-20; col. 11, lines 15-25). 

Referring to Claim 54: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 52 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses the authorization comprises an approval (col. 14, lines 5-15). 
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Referring to Claim 55: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 52 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses an approval letter (col. 30, lines 25-40). 

Referring to Claim 56: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on multiple regulated 
entities by a regulating entity, comprising: creating a joint-usage database having a 
primary data level identifying the regulated entities location (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, 
lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23), and a secondary data level identifying 
activities of the regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 
20-30); and generating, by the regulating entity, authorization to exercise power from 
the joint-usage database (col. 29, line 60-col. 30, line 15). 

Referring to Claim 57: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on multiple regulated 
entities by a regulating entity, comprising: creating a joint-usage database for areas of 
regulation of the regulating entity having a primary data level identifying the regulated 
entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23), and a 
secondary data level identifying activities of the regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; 
col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30); and generating, by the regulating entity, 
authorization to exercise power from the joint-usage database (col. 29, line 60-col. 30, 
line 15). 
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Referring to Claim 58: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on multiple regulated 
entities by a regulating entity, comprising: creating a joint-usage database having a 
primary data level identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1- 
20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23), and a secondary data level identifying activities 
of the regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30); 
and generating, by the regulating entity, an enforcement action from the joint-usage 
database (col. 17, lines 35-50). 

Referring to Claim 59: 

Sturgeon discloses a method for regulation of regulated entities, comprising: 
maintaining information on the regulated entities (col. 12, lines 15-25), including a 
joint-usage database with the regulated entities at a primary data level (col. 9, lines 25- 
40; col. 12, lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23) and activities of the regulated 
entities at a secondary data level (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 
20-30); generating an authorization to exercise powers for at least one of the activities 
of each of the regulated entities by accessing the joint-usage database (col. 1 1 , lines 
15-25); obtaining operational data from monitoring operation of the activities (col. 13, 
lines 60-67); storing the operational data in the joint-usage database (col. 13, lines 60- 
67); and enforcing each authorization based on the information stored in the joint-usage 
database (col. 17, lines 10-50). 
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Referring to Claim 60: 

Sturgeon discloses a system for regulation of regulated entities, comprising: a 
memory unit storing information on the regulated entities (col. 12, lines 15-25), including 
a joint-usage database storing regulated entity identifiers at a primary data level (col. 9, 
lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23), activities of the 
regulated entities at a secondary data level (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 

16, lines 20-30) and operational data of the activities at a lower level below the 
secondary level (col. 13, lines 60-68); a processor, coupled to said memory unit, 
generating an authorization to exercise powers for at least one of the activities of each 
of the regulated entities by accessing the joint-usage database in said memory unit (col. 
1 1 , lines 15-25); an input unit, coupled to said processor and said memory unit inputting 
the operational data obtained from monitoring operation of the activities (col. 13, lines 
60-67); and an output unit, coupled to said processor, outputting the authorization (col. 

17, lines 10-50). 

Referring to Claim 61: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50); 
adding permit data to the database, the permit data relating to permits allowing the 
regulated entities to operate in the program areas (col. 13, lines 35-50; col. 16, lines 15- 
30); adding operational performance data to the database, the operational performance 
data relating to operational performance of the regulated entities in the program areas 
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(col. 13, lines 55-68); and accessing the database, having the added permit data and 
the added operational performance data, to enforce a respective permit (col. 17, lines 
10-50). 

Referring to Claim 62: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50); 
adding permit data to the database, the permit data relating to a permit allowing a 
respective regulated entity to operate in a respective program area (col. 13, lines 35-50; 
col. 16, lines 15-30); adding operational performance data to the database, the 
operational performance data relating to operational performance of said respective 
regulated entity in said respective program area (col. 13, lines 55-68); and accessing 
the database, having the added permit data and the added operational performance 
data, to enforce the permit (col. 17, lines 10-50). 

Referring to Claim 63: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50); 
the database having unique identifiers for the regulated entities, respectively (col. 33, 
lines 15-25; col. 12, lines 50-60); adding permit data to the database, the permit data 
relating to permits allowing the regulated entities to operate in the program areas (col. 
13, lines 35-50; col. 16, lines 15-30); adding operational performance data to the 
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database, the operational performance data relating to operational performance of the 
regulated entities in the program areas (col. 13, lines 55-68); and accessing the 
database, having the added permit data and the added operational performance data, 
via the unique identifier for a respective regulated identity, to enforce a permit allowing 
the respective regulated identity to operate in a respective program area (coL 10, lines 
1-10; col. 16, lines 15-30; col. 17, lines 10-50). 

Referring to Claim 64: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 63 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses adding compliance data to the database, the compliance data relating 
to compliance of the regulated entities (col. 15, lines 40-60), wherein said accessing 
accesses the database, having the added permit data, the added operational 
performance data, and the added compliance data, to enforce said permit allowing the 
respective regulated identity to operating the respective program area (col. 17, lines 10- 
50). 

Referring to Claim 65: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50), 
the database having unique identifiers for the regulated entities, respectively (col. 33, 
lines 15-25; col. 12, lines 50-60); adding permit data to the database, the permit data 
relating to a permit allowing a respective regulated entity to operate in a respective 
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program area (col. 13, lines 35-50; col. 16, lines 15-30); adding operational performance 
data to the database, the operational performance data relating to operational 
performance of said respective regulated entity in said respective program area (col.. 13, 
lines 55-68); and accessing the database, having the added permit data and the added 
operational performance data, via the unique identifier for said respective regulated 
identity, to enforce the permit (col. 10, lines 1-10; col. 16, lines 15-30; col. 17, lines 10- 
50). 

Referring to Claim 66: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 63 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses adding compliance data to the database (col. 15, lines 40-60, the 
compliance data relating to compliance of said respective regulated entity, wherein said 
accessing accesses the database, having the added permit data, the added operational 
performance data, and the added compliance data, to enforce the permit area (col. 17, 
lines 10-50). 

Referring to Claim 67: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50), a 
primary data level identifying the regulated entities level (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, 
lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1 ; col. 33, lines 15-23) and a data level below the primary data 
level identifying subject items of the regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 
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5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30); adding permit data to the database by referencing at least 
one of the subject items, the permit data relating to permit (col. 13, lines 35-50; col. 16, 
lines 15-30); allowing the regulated entities to operate in the program areas (col. 13, 
lines 45-60); adding self-monitoring and inspection data to the database with reference 
to the subject items (col. 9, lines 25-30; col, 13, lines 45-60), the self-monitoring and 
inspection data relating to self-monitoring and inspection of the regulated entities in the 
program areas (col. 13, line 60-col. 14, line 15); and accessing the database, having the 
added permit data and the added self-monitoring and inspection data, to enforce a 
respective permit (col. 17, lines 10-50). 

Referring to Claim 68: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50), a 
primary data level identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1- 
20, 35-60; Fig. 1 ; col. 33, lines 15-23) and a data level below the primary data level 
identifying subject items of the regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; 
col. 16, lines 20-30); adding, to the database, permit data relating to a permit allowing a 
respective regulated entity to operate in a respective program area, the permit data 
added to the database by referencing a subject item of said respective regulated entity 
(col. 13, lines 35-50; col. 16, lines 15-30); adding, to the database, self-monitoring and 
inspection data of said respective regulated entity (col. 9, lines 25-30; col. 13, lines 45- 
60), the self-monitoring and inspection data being added to the database by referencing 
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said subject item of said respective regulated entity; and accessing the database, 
having the added permit data and the added self-monitoring and inspection data, to 
enforce the permit(col. 17, lines 10-50). 

Referring to Claim 69: 

Sturgeon discloses a database structure, embodied on at least one computer 
accessible medium, to store data from a plurality of program areas in which entities are 
regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50), the database structure comprising: a primary level 
identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; 
col. 33, lines 15-23); and a data level below the primary data level identifying subject 
items of the regulated entities, the subject items including objects and activities subject 
to regulatory requirements (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30). 

Referring to Claim 70: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50), a 
primary data level identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1- 
20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23) and a data level below the primary data level 
identifying subject items of the regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; 
col. 16, lines 20-30); and performing, by a respective regulated entity, regulatory 
functions using the primary data level and the data level below the. primary data level 
via accessing the database (col. 9, lines 20-25; col. 11, lines 10-25). 
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Referring to Claim 71: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50), a 
primary data level identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1- 
20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23) and a data level below the primary data level 
identifying subject items of the regulated entities; and generating, by a respective 
regulated entity (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; col. 16, lines 20-30), a 
regulatory inspection checklist using the primary data level and the data level below the 
primary data level via accessing the database (col. 15, lines 40-60). 
Referring to Claim 72: 

Sturgeon discloses a method comprising: providing a database comprising data 
from a plurality of program areas in which entities are regulated (col. 13, lines 35-50), a 
primary data level identifying the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1- 
20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 15-23) and a data level below the primary data level 
identifying subject items of the regulated entities (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 33, lines 5-15; 
col. 16, lines 20-30); and generating, by a respective regulated entity, an enforcement 
action using the primary data level and the data level below the primary data level via 
accessing the database (col. 17, lines 10-50). 
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Referring to Claim 73: 

Sturgeon discloses a system for managing regulatory programming information 
as applied to a plurality of regulated entities, comprising: a user interface inputting 
operational data for selected subject items of a selected regulated entity for storage as 
regulatory information where at least one subject item of at least one regulated entity 
relates to a plurality of regulatory program areas (Fig. 17-20; col. 9, lines 30-50); and a 
centralized database storing the operational data as the regulatory information on a 
plurality of subject items for a plurality of regulated entities where the regulatory 
information stored in the centralized database is accessible to a plurality of departments 
within a regulatory agency that are responsible for different regulatory program areas 
(col. 9, lines 30-40). 

Referring to Claim 74: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 73 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
the centralized database further comprises a requirements library that defines standard 
requirements for each subject item (col. 13, lines 20-35). 

Referring to Claim 75: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 73 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
wherein the regulatory information stored in the centralized database includes permit 
requirements for a subject item of a regulated entity (col. 16, lines 15-30). 
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Referring to Claim 76: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 75 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
wherein the permit requirements stored in the centralized database cover a plurality of 
regulatory program areas for a subject item of a regulated entity and the centralized 
database generates multi-program permits output via the user interface (col. 9, lines 25- 
30). 

Referring to Claim 77: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 73 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
wherein the regulatory information stored in the centralized database includes 
inspection checklist information for a subject item of a regulated entity (col. 17, lines 5- 
25). 

Referring to Claim 78: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 77 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
the inspection checklist information stored in the centralized database covers a plurality 
of regulatory program areas for a subject item of a regulated entity and the centralized 
database generates multi-program inspection checklists output via the user interface 
(col. 9, lines 25-30; col. 17, lines 10-50). 

Referring to Claim 79: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 73 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
the regulatory information stored in the centralized database includes reports provided 
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from regulated entities to departments of the regulatory agency, and wherein the reports 
are entered into the database via the user interface (col. 25, lines 10-20). 

Referring to Claim 80: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 73 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
the regulatory information stored in the centralized database includes reports provided 
from departments of the regulatory agency to regulated entities (col. 32, lines 45-65). 

Referring to Claim 81: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 73 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
the regulatory information stored in the centralized database includes violations listings 
for regulated entities (col. 10, lines 1-15). 
Referring to Claim 82: 

Sturgeon discloses an integrated system for management of regulatory 
programming information as applied to a plurality of regulated entities, comprising: a 
centralized database storing regulatory information on a plurality of subject items for a 
plurality of regulated entities where at least one subject item of at least one regulated 
entity relates to a plurality of different regulatory program areas (col. 9, lines 30-40); a 
user interface inputting operational data for selected subject items of a selected 
regulated entity for storage in the centralized database as regulatory information; and a 
processor generating multi-program regulatory permits based upon the operational data 
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entered into the database for a respective regulated entity (Fig. 17-20; col. 9, lines 30- 
50). 

Referring to Claim 83: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 82 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
the processor additionally generates multiprogram inspection checklists based upon the 
operational data entered into the database for a respective regulated entity (col. 17, 
lines 5-30). 

Referring to Claim 84: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 82 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
the processor additionally generates multiprogram enforcement orders based upon the 
operational data entered into the database for a respective regulated entity (col. 17, 
lines 40-55). 

Referring to Claim 85: 

Sturgeon discloses a method for regulating a regulated entity, comprising: 
identifying a plurality of subject items associated with the regulated entity where at least 
one subject item relates to a plurality of regulatory programs (col. 9, lines 35-40); storing 
regulatory information associated with each of the identified subject items in a 
centralized database (col. 12, lines 15-20); and monitoring the regulatory information 
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associated with a selected subject item in the database to track compliance of the 
regulated entity (col. 13, lines 25-40; col. 16, lines 25-30). 

Referring to Claim 86: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitations of Claim 85 above. Sturgeon further discloses 
the step of generating permits relating to each regulatory program associated with the 
selected subject item (col. 16, lines 15-30). 

Referring to Claim 87: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information on a plurality of regulated 
entities, comprising: creating a joint-usage database identifying subject items of a 
plurality of regulated entities (col. 13, lines 35-30); adding permit data to the joint-usage 
database by referencing at least one of the subject items for one of the regulated 
entities for generating a permit for at least one of the subject items (col. 13, lines 35-50; 
col. 16, lines 15-30); and adding operational performance data to the joint-usage 
database with reference to the at least one of the subject items for the one of the 
regulated entities, the operational performance data obtained from monitoring reports of 
operation of the at least one of the subject items (col. 9, lines 25-30; col. 13, lines 45-60; 
col. 17, lines 10-50). 
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Referring to Claim 88: 

Sturgeon discloses a system for regulation of regulated entities, comprising: a 
memory unit to store information on the regulated entities, including a joint-usage 
database storing regulated entity identifiers and subject items and operational data of 
the regulated entities (col. 9, lines 25-40; col. 12, lines 1-20, 35-60; Fig. 1; col. 33, lines 
1 5-23); a processor coupled to the memory unit to generate a permit for at least one of 
the subject items of at least one of the regulated entities by accessing the joint-usage 
database in the memory unit (col. 13, lines 35-50; col. 16, lines 15-30); an input unit 
coupled to the processor and the memory unit, to input the operational data obtained 
from monitoring operation of the subject items; and an output unit, coupled to the 
processor, to output the permit (col. 9, lines 25-30; col. 16, lines 25-30; col. 17, lines 10- 
50). 

Referring to Claim 89: 

Sturgeon discloses a system for managing regulatory programming information 
as applied to a plurality of regulated entities, comprising: a user interface inputting 
operational data of subject items of a selected regulated entity for storage as regulatory 
information with at least one subject item of at least one regulated entity relating to a 
plurality of regulatory program areas (Fig. 17-20; col. 9, lines 30-50); a centralized 
database system storing the operational data as the regulatory information on a plurality 
of subject items for a plurality of regulated entities; and an access system allowing 
access to the regulatory information stored in the centralized database by departments 
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within a regulatory agency responsible for different regulatory program areas (col. 9, 
lines 30-40; col. 12, lines 15-20). 

Referring to Claim 90: 

Sturgeon discloses a database management system for use by a regulatory 
agency regulating multiple subject items, comprising: a primary database identifying 
multiple regulated entities regulated by the regulatory agency (Fig. 1); and 
a secondary data level identifying subject items regulated by the regulatory agency, 
where the subject items are applicably linked to the multiple regulated entities for use by 
the multiple regulated entities (Figs. 1A-1H, and col. 32, lines 45-50). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



1 1 . Claims 33-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sturgeon et al. (U.S. Patent 5,726,884). 



Application/Control Number: 09/837,428 Page 32 

Art Unit: 2135 

Referring to Claim 33: 

Sturgeon discloses a method of managing information of a regulating entity, 
comprising: storing multiple media, multiple regulated entity regulating data related to 
work activity schedules, assignments and progress for regulating work to date in a 
joint-usage database (col. 13, lines 25-50; col. 14, lines 15-45); updating the data stored 
in the joint-usage database (col. 15, lines 25-45); and displaying the data stored in the 
joint-usage database to all regulating entity personnel [having security clearance], 
regardless of the assignments for which the personnel are responsible (col. 29, line 50- 
col. 30, line 15). 

Sturgeon does not explicitly disclose the claimed security clearance. However, 
Sturgeon does disclose a User log-on id. The disclosed log-on id suggests a secured 
database. Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Sturgeon to include 
security clearance for database users. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to do this because it would allow only authorized users to perform database 
related functions, i.e. printing (col. 30, lines 5-10). 

Referring to Claim 34: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitation as disclosed in Claim 33 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein said method is performed by a computer program stored as a 
single executable program (col. 29, lines 50-65). 
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Referring to Claim 35: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitation as disclosed in Claim 33 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses, wherein said storing stores in the joint-usage database at least one 
master record representing one subject item regulated in a multiple media areas with 
detailed descriptions for each of the program areas, and wherein said displaying 
displays the detailed descriptions for the one subject item on a single screen (col. 12, 
lines 1-20; col. 13, lines 35-45; col. 29, line 50-col. 30, line 15). 

Referring to Claim 36: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitation as disclosed in Claim 33 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein the data stored, updated and displayed includes data 
describing pollutant releases of a regulated entity (col. 13, lines 65-67). 

Referring to Claim 37: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitation as disclosed in Claim 33 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses, wherein the data stored, updated and displayed includes data 
describing violations of applicable requirements (col. 16, lines 20-30). 

Referring to Claim 38: 

Sturgeon discloses the limitation as disclosed in Claim 33 above. Sturgeon 
further discloses wherein the data stored, updated and displayed includes data 
describing enforcement 
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orders (col. 17, lines 35-50), and wherein said method further comprises preparing 
multiple media enforcement orders for violations of requirements from different program 
areas and program-specific enforcement orders (col. 17, lines 10-50). 

Conclusion 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tom Gyorfi whose telephone number is (571) 272-3849. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am - 4:30pm Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 09/837,428 Page 35 

Art Unit: 2135 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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